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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1. Applicant's election with traverse of claims 1-22 in the reply filed on December 
18, 2008 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that all claims as amended 
include the limitation of a memory card and that the non-elected claims 23-25 are 
numerically small, and thus should not constitute an undue burden to the Examiner. 
This is not found persuasive because the amendments to claims 23-25 makes them a 
process of using a product which is a condition for a restriction. This process can be 
practiced without the memory card of claim 1. Further, tying a method of rental to the 
memory card of claim 1 still does not overcome the bases for a restriction; nether does 
arguing that 3 additional claims does not present a burden to the Examiner, because it 
is only 3 claims. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

2. Claims 23-25 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. Applicant timely traversed the restriction (election) requirement in the 
reply filed on 12/18/2008. 

Priority 

3. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 119(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1 and 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Ryiuchi Iwamura (US Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0059047), referred 
herein as 'Iwamura'. 

Regarding claim 1, Iwamura teaches a memory card (smart card 160) for a digital 
television decoder (STB 130) comprising an interface for communication with a decoder 
(POD module 150); a conditional access circuit {conditional access point of deployment); 
a memory block (paragraph 64) ; and a controller {processor) for controlling a transfer of 
data between the conditional access circuit and the memory block and for controlling a 
flow of data directly between the memory block and the interface for communication 
with the decoder (figures 1-3, set top box 130, POD card 150, smart card 160, CPU 250, 
270; paragraphs 7, 9, 20 and 51). Official notice is taken to the fact that there exists 
separate memory blocks in a standard memory unit. It is noted to have separate 
memory area or blocks in a memory card to record video or audio or data separately. 
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Regarding claim 5, Iwamura teaches the card according to claim 1, wherein data, 
stored on the separate data memory area are related to a program application for the 
digital television decoder (paragraphs 14, 17, 18 and 46; it is known that an electronic 
programming guides contain data that are related to a program or video transmitted by the 
STB). 

Regarding claim 6, Iwamura teaches the card according to claim 1, wherein data 
stored on the separate data memory area are related to audio/ video data (paragraphs 
45-46 and 53; it is known that an EPG contain data that are related to an A/V stream). The 
audio/ video content in conjunction with the EPG is saved in the PC or smart card's 
memory. 

Regarding claim 7, Iwamura teaches the card according to claim 1, wherein data 
recorded on the separate data memory area are related to audio data (paragraphs 45-46 
and 53; it is known that an EPG contains data that is related to an audio steam). The audio 
data in conjunction with an EPG is saved in the PC or smart card's memory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 2-4, 8-18 and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Iwamura (US Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0059047), in 
view of Yuko Tsusaka (US Patent No. 7,177,857), referred herein as 'Tsusaka'. 

Regarding claim 2, Iwamura teaches the card according to claim 1, wherein data 
can be stored in the memory. 

However, Iwamura does not teach data in the memory block are stored in form of files 
wherein a header of each of the files contains fields, which identify the file and define 
conditions for replay of the file. 

Tsusaka teaches a system of distributing files (video or audio) comprising storage units 
which store the content and other management data {like replay conditions) associated 
with the content, in headers which identify the content file and the replay conditions 
(figures 3-5, content storage unit 11, management data storage 132, header info 24, 
management data 27; column 8, lines 31-36; column 10, lines 8-18, lines 27-33). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings of Iwamura and Tsusaka and make the smart card to store 
video as files with their replay conditions specified, for the purpose of managing the 
replay of the contents. 

Regarding claim 3, Iwamura and Tsusaka teaches the card according to claim 2. 
Iwamura further teaches an internal activation code (figure 7, paragraphs 27 and 93-94; 
code numbers from the STB and PC card which are compared and matched to each other). 
Tsusaka further teaches wherein the field defining the conditions for replay of the file 
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describes an allowed number of file replays, a replay size condition (derived from the 
"content DataSize" indicating the size of the content which would be replayed), a time 
of last replay of the file (derived from the start and end time) and the number of 
executed replays (column 10, lines 9-18, 27-33; it is an obvious design choice for the data 
structures of the distribution content to denote the number of allowed file replays and actual 
executed replays, since the sizes of the content files and the order and time of replaying them are 
already denoted). 

Regarding claim 4, Tsusaka further teaches the card according to claim 2 wherein 
the fields, which identify the fUe, describe a file identifier, a file type, extended 
information about the file and additional information (column 10, lines 9-18, 27-33; 
totalSize, contentData Size, playtype, financialtype are all additional or extended information 
about the video or audio content). Extended information about the file is similar to 
additional information about the file. Identification of the file is done by a file identifier, 
which in this case is just the file name. It is obvious that if a file is stored on a storage 
server or memory, there has to be a name or identifier it is stored under or as, to 
facilitate faster and easier referencing or retrieval. 

Regarding claim 8, Iwamura teaches a method of processing data in a digital 
television decoder, equipped with a memory card (smart card 160), containing an 
interface for communication with the decoder (STB 130), a conditional access circuit 
{conditional access point of deployment) and a memory block comprising the steps of: 
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setting a separate data memory area in the memory block (paragraph 64). Official notice 
is taken to the fact that there exists separate memory blocks in a standard memory unit. 
It is well known to have separate memory area or blocks in a memory card to record 
video or audio or data separately. 

However, Iwamura does not teach storing data in form of files in the data memory area, 
each file having a header with information identifying the file and conditions for replay 
of the file, checking the conditions for replay before replay of the data, and allowing to 
replay the data when the conditions for replay are met. 

Tsusaka teaches a method of distributing a replaying files (video, audio or data) 
comprising storing file content and other management data {like replay conditions) 
associated with the content, in headers which identify the content file and the replay 
conditions (figures 3-5, header info 24, management data 27; column 8, lines 31-36; 
column 10, lines 8-18, 27-33). Also, Tsusaka further teaches a method whereby the 
system checks the replay conditions before replaying the data and replaying the data 
when those conditions are satisfied (figures 10-13; column 14, lines 46-61;/or the 
conditions of replay, for example, an actual fee must he met before replaying data). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teachings of Iwamura and Tsusaka for the purpose of managing the 
replay contents properly and satisfying or rather ensuring a proper distribution of 
media contents to consumers at a STB. 
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Regarding claim 9, the combination of Iwamura and Tsusaka teach the method 
according to claim 8, wherein at recording data it is checked if the data, which are to be 
recorded have specified conditions for replay and if the conditions are specified, the 
conditions are stored in the file header, and if the conditions are not specified, the 
default conditions are stored in the file header. 

Regarding claim 10, Iwamura further teaches the method according to claim 8, 
wherein the card communicates through a PCMCIA interface of the decoder 
(paragraphs 9 and 55). 

Regarding claim 11, the combination of Iwamura and Tsusaka teaches the 
method according to claim 8, wherein in case of lack of space for recording data, a list of 
data for removal is presented to the user, and next after the user selects specific data, 
they are removed from the memory and the attempt to record data is resumed. It is 
obvious that that if a user wants to store data on a memory card and there is no space; 
the options available are whether to not store, to store in part or to clean out the 
previously stored files. 

Regarding claim 12, the combination Iwamura and Tsusaka teach the method 
according to claim 11, wherein when a list of data for removal is presented to the user, 
the data whose removal will free the required space in memory, is highlighted. It would 
be obvious to the ordinary artisan to highlight or notify the user which files that upon 
deletion would 5rield the required free space on the card. 

Regarding claim 13, Tsusaka further teach the method, according to claim 12, 
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wherein the list of data presented for removal is arranged according to the number of 
executed replays (fig. 7; replay order, billing condition; for the replay order specifies the 
order of replays. It is obvious for the system to store or remember the files replayed and 
to present it to the user). 

Claim 14 is analyzed as a method of claim 4. 

Claim 15 is analyzed as a method of claim 3. 

Regarding claim 16, Tsusaka further teaches the method according to claim 12, 
wherein before replay of data a decision is made to replay data from the beginning or 
from the time of last replay (figs. 11 and 12; col. 12, lines 4-22; start time, end time;^r it 
is well known to choose a replay location to begin replay. For example if a video is bookmarked, 
upon reassessing of that bookmark, the user can choose to start at the point of the bookmark or 
tagged pause or can start the video entirely from the beginning). 

Regarding claim 17, the combination of Iwamura and Tsusaka teach the method 
according to claim 14, wherein during data replay the amount of the replayed data is 
compared with the file replay size condition and when the size of the replayed data 
exceeds the file replay size condition, the number of executed file replays is increased 
by one. It is well known to set a counter to increment by a one (or any number) when 
certain conditions are met. It would be obvious to the ordinary skilled artisan to 
increment a counter by one when the number of actual replays exceeds the pre- 
determined amount of replays allowed. 

Regarding claim 18, the combination of Iwamura and Tsusaka teach the method 
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according to claim 14, wherein after the data replay is stopped, information about the 
time of last replay of the file is recorded in the file header (see Tsusaka, fig. 7; col. 10, 
lines 29-33; start time, end time) . 

Claim 20 is analyzed as a method of claim 5. 

Claim 21 is analyzed as a method of claim 6. 

Claim 22 is analyzed as a method of claim 7. 
8. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Iwamura 
(US PG Pub No. 2003/0059047) in view of Tsusaka (US Patent No. 7,177,857) and 
further in view of Vogel (US Patent No. 4930158), referred herein as 'Vogel'. 

Regarding claim 19, note the discussion on claim 3. The combination of Iwamura 
and Tsusaka teach the method, according to claim 14, wherein there exists an external 
activation code that upon entry is matched to an internal activation code to allow for 
access or replay of files (see Iwamura, para. 93 and 94). 

However, they fail to teach modifying the allowed number of file replays after entering 
the external activation code matching the internal activation code. Vogel teaches 
allowing access to restricted video for replay, only after an external PIN number 
matching the number stored in the NV memory has been entered (fig. 4; col. 2, lines 13- 
18; col. 4, lines 32-39; /or an override routine to modify the number of replays and allow for 
more replays can he input). It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Iwamura, Tsusaka with that 
of Vogel for the purpose of user convenience and for allowing an extended access to 
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Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

10. Hirota et al (US Patent No. 6,606,707) teaches a list of deletion of fUes from a 
memory card (figs. 14A-D). 

11. Swenson et al (US Patent No. 6,064,380) teaches a method of saving files in 
bookmarks with a reminder of the saved position (see abstract). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dika Okeke whose telephone number is (571)270-5367. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 9:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Pendleton can be reached on (571)272-7527. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http:/ / pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Dika Okeke/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2425 
March 16, 2009. 

/Brian T. Pendleton/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2425 



